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ANSWER  TO  THE  QUESTION— WILVT  PROFESSION  ?  &c. 

Qri^TioN— What  Profession  of  Faith,  do  the  Scriptnm  teach  ut  was  set 
lorin  and  required  by  cnrlst  and  his  Apostles,  the  belief  of  which  con¬ 
stituted  a  believer  iu  the  faith  of  the  Apostolic  Churches  ? 

(CO-VTISCED  rRO.M  PACE  24.) 

WE  pas.s  to  consider  in  the  third  place,  the  necessity  of  this 
simplicity  and  unity,  in  the  profession  of  the  Christian  faith. 

This  point  may  be  successfully  art^ed  on  several  impor¬ 
tant  principles,  some  of  them  of  a  general  nature,  others 
more  particular. 

1.  From  the  very  nature  of  the  simple  proposition  which 
rctjuircs  our  faith,  we  are  authorized  to  say,  that  if  it  were 
proper  to  make  addition,  Christ,  or  his  apostles  by  his  direc¬ 
tion,  would  have  made  it.  And  for  this,  a  sufficient  reason 
might  have  been  alleged :  such  an  addition,  made  by  Christ 
or  his  ajiostles,  would  have  had  a  tendency  to  prevent  the 
introduction  of  error,  through  the  unskilfulness  of  others, 
w  ho  might  afterwards  attempt  to  do  it,  without  a  precedent. 
But  we  find  no  such  additions  were  made  nor  authorized. 
The  reason  of  which  appears  from  the  general  principle 
here  laid  down ;  and  w  ill  be  more  fully  discovered  from 
other  considerations. 

2.  The  unity  of  the  spirit  is  to  be  pre.scrved  among  Chris¬ 
tians  in  the  bond  of  peace.  It  is  worthy  our  notice,  how 
frcciuently  term's  expressive  of  unity  occur  in  the  Christian 
dis})cnsation.  To  the  meml^crs  of  the  Christian  communion, 
there  is  one  God  the  Father,  one  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  one 
Lord,  one  faith,  one  baptism,  one  calling  or  vocation,  one 
hope  of  that  calling.  'I'o  the  Christian  also,  as  his  Lord  is 
one,  so  is  his  name  one  ;  and  as  is  his  name  so  is  his  praise. 
Now  unity  of  faith;  or  aj>  it  is  sometimes  called,  “  being  of, 
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one  heart  and  one  mind,’’  is  the  result  of  unity  in  the  objects 
of  faith. 

Where  the  olijects  of  faith  are  multiplied,  articles  of  belief 
and  systems  of  faith  are  always  proportionably  accumulated  ; 
till  at  last,  they  result  in  what  an  apostle  calls  “  diverse  and 
strange  doctrines,  doctrines  of  men  and  doctrines  of  devils.” 
Nor  is  it  to  be  Avondcred  at ;  for  wherever  there  arc  many 
doctrines,  they,  must  be  diverse,  else  they  arc  not  doctrines, 
in  the  plural,  but  doctrine,  in  the  singular.  Hut  Avhen  the 
truth,  as  it  is  in  Jesus,  is  considered  in  the  scriptures,  it  is 
remarkable  how  impressively  its  unity  is  expressed.  Moses 
says,  my  doctrine  shall  drop  as  the  rain.  Isaiah  asks,’ whom 
shall  he  make  to  understand  doctrine  ?  I'hc  peo|)lc  were 
astonished  at  our  Saviour’s  doctrine  ;  the  reason  of  which  is 
rendered  ;  he  taught  as  one  having  authority  and  not  as  the 
scribes.  Christ  says,  if  uuy  man  will  do  hio  will,  ho  «;hall 
know  of  the  doctrine.  The  ancient  disciples  arc  said  to  have 
continued  steadfastly  in  the  a])ostle.s’  doctrine  and  fcllowsliip. 
W'e  read  of  a  form  of  doctrine  which  was  delivered.  Haul 
directs  Titus,  in  doctrine.,  to  shew  uncorruptness.  To  Timo¬ 
thy,  he  speaks  of  a  doctrine  according  to  godliness.  WT*  arc 
informed  of  the  principles  of  the  doctrine  of  Christ;  by  Avhich 
w'c  learn,  that  although  the  principles  were  many,  yet  unity 
in  doctrine  Avas  preserved.  The  foregoing  references  are 
but  few  ill  number,  compared  Avilh  all  w  herein  the  same 
thing  is  expressed;  but  they  will  serve  to  confirm  and  estab¬ 
lish  the  point  in  cjuestion.  \Vc  may,  however,  search  for  the 
ill  consequences  of  a  neglect  of  simplicity  and  unity  in  faith. 
What  has  divided  and  subdivided  the  Avorld  into  so  many 
seels,  such  a  number  of  religious  departments  ?  W’hat  cause 
has  erected  so  many  partition  Avails,  daubed  w  ith  the  untem- 
f*cred  mortar  of  spiritual  pride  ?  W  hat  circumstance  has 
given  ri.^c  to  so  much  bitterness,  wrath,  strife,  evil  surmisings, 
jealousies,  uncharitablcncss  and  persecutions  ?  W’e  answer  ; 
these  ell’ects  arc  to  be  traced  to  the  cause  Ave  have  men¬ 
tioned,  viz.  a  Avant  of  unity  in  faith  and  objects  of  faith. 
Hcople,  Avho  do  not,  as  the  apostle  says,  hold  the  head,  from 
Avhom  the  Avholc  body  by  joints  and  bands  rccciveth  nour¬ 
ishment,  can  easily  multiply  articles  of  faith.  These  aro 
sometimes  so  numerous,  that  it  is  no  wonder,  if  a  man  w  hose 
retentive  powers  are  not  strong,  being  asked  whether  he  be¬ 
lieved  in  such  or  such  an  article,  should  be  obliged  to  turn 
to  his  creed  and  examine  w  hether  it  were  there,  before  he 
answered  the  question.  Hcsidcs,  if  one  man,  or  body  of 
inen,  have  a  right  to  make  additions  to  the  requirement  of 
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I'jiith  and  ihe  o))jcrt  of  faith  loo,  then  others  have  the  same 
ri^hl;  and  wlien  these  supposed  privileges  are  used^one  has 
an  eijual  right  with  another  to  threaten,  to  fulminate,  to  be 
uncharitable,  to  employ  fine,  imprisonment  or  death,  if  he 
have  the  power,  in  case  of  nonsubscription  to  his  diverse 
and  strange  doctrines.  Let  not  our  reader  wish  to  lay  all 
these  evils  at  a  foreign  door.  Let  them  not  think  of  a  tour 
to  Rome,  to  summon  evidence  against  the  sui)|)os€d  anti¬ 
christ  ian  Babylon.  The  mother  of  harlots  will  save  them 
tlie  trouble.  She  will  come  to  them.  She  has  traversed  all 
chri^temlom  already ;  upon  her  scarlet-coloured  breast,  in¬ 
scribed  \sitli  names  of  blasphemy,  and  in  her  destroying 
pr«  gress,  has  carried  jiroof  |K)silivc,  that  want  of  unity  and 
sin'jJicify  in  faith,  has  produced  manifold  evils.  But  the 
ser  ants  and  followers  oi  the  Lamb,  who  are  willing  to  abide 
by  jhr  direction  of  their  leader,  view"  the  o})cralion  of  these 
evib,  as  a  kind  of  c\  idenee  w  hich  strengthens  their  resolu¬ 
tion,  to  keep  the  unity  of  the  spirit  in  the  bond  of  peace.*’ 

(ro  isi;  co>TiM  Ki>.) 


Tor  tl»€  F.vangclical  Uepertery. 

TIIF.  T\RKS  AM)  TllK  >VHCAT. 

Matthtw  xlii,  21 — 30....  Anolhrr  pamblr  put  ho  forth  unto  them,  saving, 
Tlie  kiiigilom  of  heaven  is  likined  unto  a  man  which  sowed  good  seed  in 
his  field  ;  Hut  while  men  slept,  hi?  enetny  came,  and  sowred  tares  among 
the  wh»at,  and  went  his  way.  Hut  when  the  hlade  was  sprung  up,  and 
brouslit  lorth  I'riiil,  Iht  n  appeared  the  lares  also.  f*o  the  servants  of  the 
householder  came  and  sai<l  unto  him,  Sir,  didst  not  thou  sow  good  seed  in 
thy  field  ?  from  whence  then  hath  it  tares  ?  lie  said  unto  them,  An  enemy 
hath  done  this.  'I  he  servants  said  unto  him.  Wilt  Uiou  then  that  we  go 
and  gather  Iht  in  up  ?  Hut  he  said.  Nay  ;  lest  when  ye  gather  up  the  tareir, 
ye  root  up  also  the  wheat  with  tlieiu.  Let  holh  grow  together  until  the 
harvest:  and  in  the  time  of  harvest  I  will  say  to  the  reapers.  Gather  ye  to¬ 
gether  first  Ihe  lares,  and  bind  them  in  buiidit  s  to  bum  them  ;  but  gather 
the  wheat  into  my  barn. 

That  the  reader  may  have  a  lieller  understanding  of  the 
subject,  we  will  subjoin  the  explanation  which  Jesus  gave  of 
the  parable. 

Mattiikw  xiii,  3fi — 43. ...Then  Jesus  sent  the  multitude  away,  and  went 
into  the  house  :  and  his  di-ciph  s  <  ame  unto  him,  saying,  Declare  unto  us 
the  parable  of  the  lares  of  the  field.  He  answered  and  said  unto  them.  He 
that  soweth  the  good  seed  is  the  Fon  of  man  :  The  fu  hi  is  the  world  ;  the 
good  seed  are  the  children  ot  the  kingdom;  hut  the  lares  are  the  children 
of  the  wicked  one  ;  the  enemy  that  sowed  them  is  the  devil ;  the  harvest  m 
the  eud  of  the:  world  ;  and  the  reapers  aie  the  angels.  As,  therefore,  the 
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larps  arc  g^athprrd  and  bnrnod  in  the  firn  ;  so  shall  it  bo  in  the  end  of  this 
world.  The  Son  of  man  shall  send  forth  his  angels,  and  the^  shall  gather 
out  of  his  kingdom  all  things  that  offend,  and  them  whic  h  do  iniquity  ;  and 
shall  cast  them  into  a  furnarc  of  fire :  there  shall  he  wailing  and  gnashing 
of  teeth.  Then  shall  the  righteous  shine  forth  as  the  sun  in  the  kingdom  oi 
their  F  atb.tr.  A\  ho  hath  ears  to  hear,  let  him  hear. 

Various  intorpn;tations  have  been  ijiven  to  this  portion  of 
scripture.  The  believers  in  endless  misery  allege  this  para¬ 
ble  in  support  of  their  sentiment ;  while  the  believers  in  no 
future  punishment  apply  the  passage  to  this  state  of  Itoing. 
'i'hose  M  ho  apply  the  passage  to  this  world,  contend  that  the 
inheat  and  the  /crrf.v,  instead  of  meaning  good  and  bad  mm, 
mean  true  and  false  doctrines.  In  support  of  this  they  main¬ 
tain,  that  in  the  parable  of  the  Soincr^  which  immediately 
precedes  this  parable,  our  Lord  explains  the  scad  sonm  to 
signify  the  irnrd  of  the  kin^dom^  that  is,  the  gospel ;  and,  as 
the  parable  of  the  Wheat  and  Taros  follows  immediately 
upon  that  explanation,  it  appears,  that  the  ^ood  seed  mention¬ 
ed  in  this  parable,  must  mean  the  same  as  the  mord  of  the 
fdn^dom  in  the  other.  Tluy  further  assert,  that  if  good  and 
bad  men  be  meant  by  w  heat  and  tares,  then  w  e  must  admit, 
that  the  devil  is  the  creator  of  wicked  men.  Now’  this  rea¬ 
soning  to  my  mind  is  convincing.  1  feel  w  ell  satisfied  that 
the  w  heat  and  tares  are  used  to  represent  true  and  false 
doctrines,  and  not  virtuous  and  vicious  men. 

I  will  now  notice  the  other  inter] )retation.  The  believers 
in  endless  sufTcring  maintain,  that  Jesus  declares  in  his  ex¬ 
planation,  that  he  will  gather  out  of  his  kingdom  those  which 
do  iniquity,  and  cast  them  into  a  furnace  of  tire,  where  shall 
be  weeping  and  gnashing  of  teeth.  They  assert,  that  this 
language  cannot  apfily  to  doctrines ;  that  it  would  be  absurd 
to  say,  that  false  doctrines  wept  and  gnashed  their  teeth. 
The  clause  “  (lien  shall  the  nc’/t/foi/s  shine  in  the  kingdom 
of  their  Father,'"  they  ihiuk,  confirms  the  sense  that  men 
are  here  spoken  of,  and  not  doctrines.  This  reasoning  to 
me  is  satisfactor}'. 

Although  1  have  seen  various  expositions  of  this  portion 
of  scripture,  1  confess  I  never  saw’  one  which  w  as  satisfac¬ 
tory  to  my  mind.  1  w  as  ])rcssed  with  the  arguments  of  the 
above  expositions,  until  I  gave  the  subject  a  close  examina- 
ination.  which  resulted  in  a  rejection  of  both  expositions, 
or  rather  a  part  of  them  both.  The  principal  points  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  parable,  which  deserve  notice,  are,  the  two 
kinds  of  seed,  the  beings  who  sowed  them,  the  harvest, 
and  the  fate  of  the  wheat  and  tares.  Christ,  in  his  ex¬ 
planation,  notices  these  particulars.  The  Son  of  naan,  he 
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savs,  sowed  the  good  seed ;  the  seed  sown  arc  the  ehildren 
i)f"ihe  kingdom;  or  as  he  expresses  it  in  the  immediate  con¬ 
nexion,  the  “  word  of  the  kingdom  the  tares  are  the  chil¬ 
dren  of  tlie  wicked  one ;  the  enemy  that  sowed  them  is  the 
devil ;  the  harvest  is  the  end  of  the  world.  Our  Saviour,  in 
liis  explanation,  does  not  explain  the  fate  of  the  w  heat  and 
the  tares,  and  for  this  good  reason,  he  had  already  de¬ 
clared  that,  in  the  parable,  which  he  ends  by  saying,  “  In 
the  time  of  harvest,  I  will  say  to  the  rca|)crs.  Gather  first 
the  tarcs^  and  hind  them  in  bundles  to  hum  them;  ImP  feather  the 
71'heat  into  my  harn.’’’*  Jlere,  then,  he  describes  the  fate  of 
the  wheat  and  tares,  which,  taken  in  connexion  with  the  cx- 
})lanation,  ati’ords  a  view  of  the  whole  parable.  From  wdiat 
is  olfered  above  1  think  it  will  appear,  that  the  passage  re¬ 
presents  doctrines,  not  men.  Jesus  teaches  the  rise,  progress, 
and  fate  of  truth  and  error.  He  then  makes  use  of  this 
|)arablc  as  a  simile,  to  represent  the  fate. of  men.  Christ’s 
explanation  doc*s  not  continue  to  the  44th  verse,  as  is  gene¬ 
rally  believed,  but  ends  with  the  39th.  St'C  the  passage  and 
connexion.  Having  ended  his  explanation  with  the  39th 
verse,  the  divine  Teacher  makes  use  of  it  as  a  figure  to  re¬ 
present  the  stale  of  mankind  at  the  judgment ;  consequently 
lie  introduces  the  next  verse  by  saying,  “/i.q  therefore^  the 
lares  are  burned  in  fire  ;  (as  I  have  declared  in  the  jiarable,) 
so  shall  it  be  (with  men)  in  the  end  of  the  world.”  llcrc  it 
will  be  seen  that  the  exjilanation  is  used  as  a  simile.  It  is 
introduced  with  the  comparative  conjunction  w  hich  shows 
us,  that  it  is  used  as  a  figure.  Jesus  says  in  sentiment,  I 
I  have  told  you  the  fate  of  true  and  false  doctrines,  and  like 
unto  this  w  ill  be  the  fate  of  good  and  bad  men.  At  the 
end  of  the  world,  the  Son  of  man  shall  send  forth  his  angels, 
and  they  shall  gather  out  of  his  kingdom  all  things  that 
olfend,  and  them  which  do  iniquity,  and  shall  cast  them  into 
a  furnace  of  fire,  there  shall  be  wailing  and  gnashing  of 
teeth.”  'J'his  language,  applied  to  men,  is  perfectly  consist¬ 
ent,  but  applied  to  doctrine,  would  be  grossly  absurd.  Be¬ 
sides,  those  w  ho  apply  the  whole  passage  to  doctrines,  con¬ 
tend,  and  justly,  that  the  figure  of  a  furnace  is  employed  to 
represent  a  puriAcation,  or  disciplinary  punishment,  agree¬ 
able  to  the  declaration  of  the  prophet,  he  shall  sit  as  a  refiner 
of  silver^  and  purify  the  sons  of  Levi.  Now’  1  would  ask,  are 
ialsc  doctrines  to  be  cast  into  a  furnace  to  be  purified  ?  Can 
lalsehood  be  converted  into  truth?  Can  the  errors  of  men 
w  eep  and  gnash  their  teeth  ?  The  absurdity  of  the  suppo^i- 
rion  is  manifest. 
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The  harvest  spoken  of  in  the  parable,  I  conceive  to  be 
future,  and  in  a  future  slate.  Christ  says,  it  shall  be  at  the 
md  of  the  7vorld,  If  it  be  objected  that  the  word  aioms^  here 
rendered  world,  properly  signifies  an  oirc,  I  answer,  it  is 
readily  admitted  that  the  term  aionos  frequently  signifies  an 
agfy  but  the  word  age  is  of  indefinite  signification.  The 
word  may  properly  mean,  the  age  of  this  zoorld,  or  the  pres¬ 
ent  state  of  existence.  In  this  sense  it  is  used  by  our  Saviour 
himself.  In  allusion  to  the  woman  who  had  seven  husbands, 
lie  says,  “  the  children  of  this  (aionos)  world  marry,  and  are 
given  in  marriage,  but  those  who  arc  so  happy  as  to 
obtain  that  world,  neither  marry,  nor  are  given  in  mar¬ 
riage.”  Here  Christ  uses  (aionos)  world,  to  signify  the 
present  state  of  being,  and  this  ajipears  to  be  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  term  in  the  parabh*.  It  is  in  another  state  of 
being,  therefore,  we  are  lo  look  for  the  event  mentioned  in 
this  scripture.  IbM,  perhaps,  the  advocate  for  the  immediate 
happiness  of  all  men  will  say,  that  the  end  of  the  world 
spoken  of  means  the  end  of  the  Jewish  state,  and  the  event 
had  its  accomplishment  at  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem.  1 
reply,  this  is  in  direct  opposition  lo  his  own  interpretation. 
He  insists  that  the  passage  applies  to  doctrines,  and  of 
course  the  harvest  is  not  past,  for  tiaith  and  error  are  still 
growing  together.  Again  ;  according  to  the  objector’s  views 
there  is  no  particular  lime  for  the  harvest ;  the  harv  est  is  at 
every  moment  of  a  man’s  life,  and  conseipiently  the  clause, 
“  let  both  grow  together  till  the  harvest,”  is  totally  destitute 
of  meaning.  According  to  the  objector’s  notion,  tlierc  could 
be  no  special  judgment  at  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem.  Ife 
maintains,  that  men  arc  punished  step  by  step  for  their  sins, 
so  that  if  they  go  out  of  the  world  at  any  moment,  they  will 
have  received  all  they  deserve.  Now  it  is  perfectly  idle  lo 
talk  of  a  special  judgment,  unless  he  will  admit  that  Cod 
punishes  vindictively.  It  would  certainly  appear  childish 
for  a  person  to  specify  a  particular  time,  when  the  blood 
would  circulate  through  the  veins  of  every  living  man,  for 
this  is  what  takes  place  constantly.  As  this  is  the  uninter¬ 
rupted  course  of  nature,  it  would  be  absurd  to  mention  any 
particular  period  when  this  would  take  place  ;  and  equally 
absurd  is  it  to  speak  of  any  period  of  judgment,  if  men  are 
rewarded  for  all  their  conduct  as  they  pass  along.  The 
parable,  on  which  I  have  been  remarking,  does  not  give  the 
least  countenance  to  endless  misery.  It  simply  says,  the 
wicked  will  be  punished  for  their  sins.  These  brief  remarks, 
it  is  hoped,  ma}'  lead  lo  a  right  understanding  of  the  subject. 

C.  H. 
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TO  THE  EDITOR  OF  THE  CVANOKLICAL  REPERTORY. 

Sir — It  is  well  known,  that  the  Hebrew  worrl  Rnh  anil 
the  Greek  word  Pneuma^  which  are  translated  Spirit^  me 
nUo  rendered  umii,  in  the  common  version.  In  reading;  the 
Knj'lish  biblc,  it  is  of  some  importance  to  notice,  that  in 
some  places  where  these  words  are  rendered  spirit,  the  word 
wind  would  have  been  a  better  translation — and  vice  versa. 

I  sliall  just  notice  one  or  two  instances  as  exam}>lcs. 

In  Kcclcs,  ii,  4,  it  is  said,  He  that  observeth  the  wind 
shall  not  sow  ;  and  he  that  regardeth  the  clouds  shall  not 
reap.'’  Here  the  original  word  is  proi)crly  translated  winil. 
But  in  the  very  next  verse,  it  is  translated  spirit,  w  hich  not 
only  occasions  an  ambiguity  in  the  passage,  but  oltecuixs 
the  beauliiul  connexion  between  it  and  verse  4th.  It  reads 
thus — “  As  thou  knowest  not  w  hat  is  the  way  of  the  spiric, 
nor  how  the  bones  do  grow  in  the  womb  of  her  that  is  with 
child,  even  so  thou  knowest  not  the  works  of  God  who 
inaketh  all.”  In  verse  4th  Solomon  had  said,  He  that  re- 
gardeth  the  wind  shall  not  sow,”  and  adds,  As  thou  knowest 
not  the  way  of  the  wind.”  It  is  a  parallel  text  to  John  iii,  tl, 
‘‘  The  w  Hid  blowelh  where  it  listeth,  and  thou  hcarest  the 
sound  thereof,  but  canst  not  tell  whence  it  cometh,  and 
whither  it  gocth.”  Solomon  reasons,  that  as  man  was  ignor¬ 
ant  of  the  w  ay  of  the  wind,  and  of  another  very  wonderful 
thing  in  the  works  of  God,  w  Inch  he  names  as  examples, 
how’  could  he  ever  think  to  find  out  all  the  works  of  God. 
For  other  examples,  where  the  word  wind,  instead  of  spirit, 
would  have  been  a  lietler  rendering,  sec  Bsalm  civ,  4,  and 
compare  Heb.  i,  7.  And  ought  not  Zeeh.  vi,  3,  to  be  uuder- 
slood  in  the  same  way  ? 

The  importance  of  consulting  the  connexion,  to  see  w’hcthcr 
wind  or  spirit  would  be  the  best  translation,  will  appear  from 
the  following  passages.  In  Gen.  viii,  I,  it  is  said,  “And  God 
made  a  wind  to  pass  over  the  earth  and  the  w  aters  assuaged.” 
.Supposing  tluat  our  translators  had  in  this  passage  translated 
the  original  word  spirit,  would  it  not  have  been  easy  to  con¬ 
vince  some  that  the  waters  of  the  Hood  were  assuaged  by 
the  spirit  of  God  passing  over  the  earth?  Had  it  also  been 
translated  spirit  in  Num.  ii,  3t,  it  would  be  in  like  manner 
concluded,  that  the  spirit  of  God  brought  the  i|uail«,  and  let 
them  fall  by  the  camp  of  Israel.  And  I  i>resume  many, 
from  Gen.  i,  2,  believe,  that  it  was  the  third  jierson  in  the 
godhead  that  moved  upon  ilie  face  of  the  waters.  Our 
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translators  liave  put  wind  in  the  margin.  And  ^  wind  of 
God”  is  a  phrase  which  occurs  in  other  places  of  scripture. 

Why  the  same  original  words  should  be  used  to  express 
both  wind  and  spirit,  I  shall  notice  afterwards.  In  my  next, 
I  shall  introduce  all  those  passages  where  they  are  rendered 
wind  in  the  common  version.  I  am  yours,  Mikros. 


PRAYER. 

AVhy  is  prayer  recommended  as  a  duty,  and  what  is  its  n«ie,  when  Cod 

knows  all  our  wants,  and  is  disposed  to  do  us  all  the  g;ood  that  we  need  i 

This  question,  as  far  as  it  regards  the  utility  of  prayer,  is 
raised  upon  the  following  principles :  That  God  knows  per¬ 
fectly,  without  information  from  us,  what  our  circumstances 
retjuire ;  and  hence  it  is  argued,  that  to  name  our  wants  be¬ 
fore  him  is  useless,  absurd,  and  by  some,  impious.  2.  That, 
being  unchangeable,  and  always  acting  agreeably  to  a  wise 
determination,  no  intreaties,  nor  importunity  of  ours,  can 
alter  his  design  toward  us ;  and  from  this  some  infer,  that 
to  petition  Deity  for  blessings  carries  the  idea,  that  we  ex¬ 
pect  him  to  alter  his  purposes  in  our  favor.  3.  That,  as 
God  is  infinitely  benevolent,  he  recjuires  not  the  expression 
of  our  wants,  to  induce  him  to  do  us  good.  We  have  stated 
the  question  in  its  broadest  and  most  comprehensive  form, 
and  in  a  way  which,  we  believe,  embraces  the  views  of  ob¬ 
jectors,  and  presents  the  arguments  on  which  they  chiefly 
rely. 

In  reply,  we  say  generally,  we  admit  the  premises,  but 
deny  the  conclusions.  Our  answer  ought  to  meet  in  sub¬ 
stance  each  branch  of  the  question  ;  and  it  is  incumbent  to 
show,  that  none  of  the  above  inferences  necessarily  follow 
from  the  premises. 

In  the  first  place,  let  us  inquire  into  the  relation  subsist¬ 
ing  between  God  and  man.  Our  great  and  good  Benefictor 
calls  himself  our  heavenly  Father,  and  commands  us  to  ad¬ 
dress  him  by  this  afl’cetionate  and  endearing  appellation. 
The  style  of  address  clearly  exhibits  our  filial  relation  to 
“the  Father  of  our  spirits,”  our  consequent  dcpcndance  upon 
his  goodness,  and  our  subjection  to  nis  government.  The 
child  of  an  earthly  parent  carries  his  wants,  his  desires  and 
his  sorrows,  before  his  natural  protector  and  guardian,  to 
whom  he  is  tenderly  allied,  and  to  whom  he  looks  up  for 
assistance  and  care.  Now,  though  no  other  circumstance 
than  the  simple  ex])rcssion  of  filial  dependence,  entered  into 
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the  exercise  ;  though  no  other  consideration  induced  it ;  still, 
it  would  hy  no  means  be  unimportant  and  useless  ;  es{)Ocially 
it'  uc  .sup{)o.sc  the  child  to  possess  a  truly  tilial  and  ol)€drent 
disfKJsilion  ;  lor  then  the  exercise  would  be  more  a  pleasure 
than  a  task.  J3esides,  a  parent  has  a  right  to  ordain,  that 
his  child  shall  respectfully  ask  fur  what  he  wishes  to  receive, 
and  to  make  this  a  rule  of  his  administration  ;  by  which 
arrangemctit  he  will  connect  tilial  respect  with  paternal 
allection,  and  make  the  former  the  metlium  of  the  latter. 
These  suggestions  are  natural  ;  they  are  compatible  with 
the  relation  of  parent  and  child,  ami  ct^ually  >a»wlth  that 
which  exists  bett\een  (lod  and  man. 

Further,  the  moral  (u>vernor  of  the  world  has  certainly  u 
right  to  ordain,  that  the  blessings  that  he  bestows  shall  be 
conveyed  to  the  subject  in  a  systematic  nr  constitutional 
way,  as  it  wall  best  subserve  the  purposes  of  his  benevolence. 
God  HAS  established  it  as,  a  part  of  the  order  or  constitution 
of  hi.-»  kingdom,  that  his  depenflent  creatures  ^h.ill  apply  to 
him  for  \\ hat  their  souls  desire,  lie  has  not,  indeed,  insti¬ 
tuted  prayer  as  a  mean  to  change  his  own  purposes,  or  a'» 
an  inducement  to  do  us  good  ;  but  he  re([uircs  this  exercise, 
because  it  is  advantageous  to  us,  by  promoting  the  kind  of 
dis|)Osilion  which  enhances  the  value  of  the  blessings  for 
which  we  su[)plicate  God.  He  najuircs  this  cxerci.se,  m>t 
only  as  an  expression  of  filial  de|)endencc  and  holy  rever¬ 
ence,  but  as  the  projier  channel  through  which  h('  will  im¬ 
part  the  richest  blessings.  The  c\[)lauation  of  this,  if  it 
recjuire  any,  is,  that  (lod  having  <letcrmincd  to  confer  bless* 
ings  u[)on  his  creatures,  has  ordained,  that  the  spontaneous 
dc'sircs  of  the  mind,  w  hich  recognize  the  existtnee  and  char¬ 
acter  of  the  (liver  of  all  good,  shall  be  the  thannel  through 
which  these  blessings  shall  be  conveyed.  No  objection, 
much  less  argument,  can  be  raided  against  this  reasoning, 
but  will  lie,  with  ecjual  weight,  against  the  general  conduct 
of  an  earthly  pareiit,  or  even  against  the  institution  of  means 
to  correspond  to  a  determinate  end. 

It  being  admitted  that  Deity  is  not  benefited  by  onr  peti¬ 
tions,  w  e  come  to  consider  how  far  w  l  may  be  considered 
gainers  by  the  exercise  of  prayer. 

This  exercise  is  no  more  a  duty  tlian  a  iirivilcgc.  God 
imposes  nothing  u})on  his  creatures,  as  duty,  that  is  uumiugh  d 
with  the  sweet  rcllection,  that  we  profit  by  the  performance. 
If  God  is  our  father,  it  is  most  reasonable  to  conclude,  that 
every  rellecting  mind  must  enjoy  a  high  and  pure  felicity  in 
the  recognition  of  the  endearing  relation.  The  di^positign, 
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tliertiforc,  that  induces  a  man  to  look  up  to  his  God,  with 
humhle  and  expectant  eyes,  preyK^ires  him  to  receive,  with 
hecomiii"  gratitiulc,  the  i'avors  ol*  heavem.  Nor  is  this  all. 
w  lien  wc  consider  the  fact,  that  we  are  depf'udent  beings, 
solely  indebted  to  the  great  benefactor  for  all  enjoyments; 
when  we  reflect,  that  all  inferior  IxMiigs  exhibit  tlieir  gn^atesl 
wisdom  and  highest  dignity,  by  maintaining  and  expressing 
a  sense  of  their  humble  station.  This  dispositior>,  like  all 
others,  recjuires  to  be  cherished  and  cultivated.  Sentiments, 
however  just,  recjuirr*.  to  be  revived  in  the  soul,  in  order  to 
their  coiktinuance.  "J'liey  must.bc*  often  called  into  exercis<‘, 
il  we  would  hav('  them  ac(juire  strength.  7'ru(',  wc  are  sur¬ 
rounded  with  proofs  of  our  dependent  cotjdition.  but  in 
tin*  hurry  of  business,  in  the  agitation  of  earthly  corn  eras, 
and  amidst  the  foolish  vanities  of  this  evil  world,  we  are  too 
(jft(*n  regardless  ol' the  instructions  of  nature  and  providence. 
'J’hey  s(‘em  to  be,  h)st  in  th(^  general  clamor  of  fame,  wealth 
and  worldly  prid(^.  'i’he  (|ui(‘tncss  of  the  cKiset,  the  utidis- 
turbed  traiKjuillity  of  the  donnsstic  circle,  or  the  dc'vout  .as¬ 
sociation  of  the;  worshipping  church,  are  favorable  to  the 
solemn  recognition  of  human  dej)ei.dence  and  divine  benig¬ 
nity.  In  these  situations,  tlie  heart  is  witlidrawn  from  a 
vain  and  vexing  world,  .and  means  and  opportunities  are 
furni'.hed  for  im})Ianting  and  maintaining  the  growth  of  vir¬ 
tuous  and  ennobling  sentiments,  and  for  ibrming  ‘.iiid  estab¬ 
lishing  hal)its  of  piety  and  religion,  of  faith,  confidence  aiul 
joy. 

For  thr  T A'a!i"(  liral  Kfpc’iory. 

PTAFFOIID  ASSOCIATION. 

Mu.  ]•  h)iTon — In  looking  ov(‘r  the*  ••Minutes  of  the  South¬ 
ern  Association  of  L niversalists,”  holthai  at  Stall’ord,  Conn, 
on  tlio  10th,  11th  and  1:2l1i  of  .lime  last,  1  find  a  subject 
called  up  by  that  body  which  is  of  a  vi'ry  peculiar  and  in¬ 
teresting  nature;  and  which,  in  my  mind,  lias  occasioned  a 
surprise  of  no  ordinary  degr(*e.  It  is  that  which  relates  to 
the  Afipeal”  and  Declaration.” 

Having  been  for  some  years  a  be.liever  and  supporter  ol 
the  doctrine  of  universal  reconeiliation.  and  believing  tlia' 
the  natural  tendency  of  this  doctrine  is  to  promote  love, 
union,  and  propriety  of  conduct,  especially  among  those  who 
profess  to  be  teachers  of  it,  you  w  ill  not  think  it  strange  that 
1  have  been  astonished  and  wounded  on  w  itnessing  the  dis- 
<aird,  and,  to  my  mind,  the  impro})ricty  of  conduct,  exhibited 
among  the  professors  of  tiiis  doctrine,  wiiiiin  a  few  years. 
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1  !i;ivo  followed,  with  grief  niid  anxiety,  llie  whole  history  ol 
lid.'.  iiiiha})[»y  coiiicsl,  which  has  appe.arcd  in  the  public 
priuls,  from  its  first  rise  to  the  present  time  ;  and  have 
always  indulged  a  that,  however  the  parties  engaged 

might  feel  for  a  season,  the  result  would  be  an  amirnble  an<l 
liappy  reconciliation.  Hut  I  have  so  long  Ux^ked,  and  Icx^keil 
in  vain,  for  favorabh*  appearances  to  this  d<*sirable  <»bjer?, 
and  instead  of  measures  calculated  to  alia}’  the  exriting 
partj'  interc'sts  and  passions,  n(*w  aggressions  are  daily  ap- 
}>earing,  I  have  almost  d(‘spain‘d  of  realizing  my  expectation. 
'J'lie  last  measure  of  this  nature;,  and  which  has  the  most 
w’oumied  my  feelings,  and  led  me  to  doubt  of  a  final  recon¬ 
ciliation,  is  the  proceeding  of  the;  last  session  of  the  Smitherri 
Association,  redalive  to  the  ‘■•AppeaT''  and  '“M)ei  laration.” 
'i'he  impropriety  of  this  measure  is  such,  in  rny  view  of  it, 
that  I  cannot  forbear  (►ll’ering  some  remarks  u|H»n  it,  not  with 
a  design  of  involving  myself  in  the  disagreeable  controversy, 
or  of  serving  the  object  <  f  either  }>arly,  but  sim})ly  to  lay 
my  ideas  lad’oie  the  public  on  the  subject  mentioned.  In 
this  light  1  l»(‘g  that  my  present  remarks  may  be  received. 

The  theme  ot  my  remarks  is  a  rrsoluhori  pass<*d  by  the 
above  mentioned  Assoc  iatit»n,  at  their  last  session,  viz.  “ 'I'Ms 
Association  considi  rs  it  expedient  to  express  this  public  dis¬ 
approbation  of  a  ‘  I)k(  i.AKATioN.'  and  an  ‘  Aitfai.,’’  whi<  h 
appeared  in  the  •Christi:ui  ileiiository'  for  nerernber  1822, 
as  they  lend  to  dissolve  the  bomls  of  union,  l»y  manifesting 
a  disposition  in  their  authors  to  drjirivt  us  of  the  name  and 
character  ol' clirisiian  ministers.** 

'J'he  first  thing  which  it  seems  proper  to  notice  concerning 
this  measure  is,  that  it  appears  to  liave  bc'cn  done  in  a  very 
improper  manner.  I  am  inj'orm»‘cl,  that  when  this  resolutiiiii 
WHS  passed,  tluire  were  none  of  tlx;  authors  of  the  Appeal 
and  Declaration  present,  'fhe  J{ev.  Mr.  Dean,  who,  it  a[- 
pears,  had  been  at  that  session,  was  alisent.  .  Now,  would  it 
not  have  b(*en  most  piop^  r  to  liave  brought  this  forward 
when  those  authors  weie  present;  so  that  if  they  had  any 
defence  to  make,  they  could  have  had  an  opportunity  ?  'J’he 
Lditors  ol  the  I’niversalisl  Alagazine,*’  it  ap|»<*ars,  were,  nil 
present ;  and  these  form  a  party  in  relation  to  the  biisine*^ 
ol  the  .7/yuY//,  It  is  not  imjirobable  to  suppose,  tliat  tlx  se 
left  home  with  the  j'urp.ose  to  bring  this  business  l>efor»*  the 
Association.  \\  hy  did  they  iu>t  apprize  tlm  authors  of  lh<ee 
pieces  ol  their  design  ;  so  that,  if  tliey  wished  to  be.  present, 
and  li.akc  their  ch  fence,  they  would  have  prepared  tlxrri- 
selves  accordingly  ?  Hut  I  am  informed  that  thi^  was  not 
done!  1  or  the  Assotiudon  to  that  they  knew  fh* 
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wliolc  merits  of  llie  raiise,  under  these  circumstances,  is  not 
tenable.  l*crlia})S  they  may  say,  the  pieces  s[)eak  for  them¬ 
selves,  and  therefore  it  was  unnecessary  that  their  authors 
should  have  been  present.  To  this  1  must  object;  for  the 
Appeal^  in  })arlicular,  is  a  history  of  alleged  facts,  and  the 
cause  or  causes  of  their  being  published,  can  only  be  ascer¬ 
tained  by  an  iin):)artial  investigation,  and  tiie  testimony'  on 
both  hands.  1  cannot,  therefore,  see  the  piopriety  of  the 
Association’s  f)ronouncing  judgment,  under  the  circumstances 
in  which  they  were  placed. 

^V'e  will  now  attend  to  the  statement  contained  in  the 
resolution.  It  is  asserted,  that  those;  pieces  •‘•tend  to  dissolve 
the  bonds  of  union,  by  manifesting  a  disposition  in  their 
authors  to  deprive  ns  of  the  name  and  character  of  Christian 
ministers.”  It  n»ay  not  be  amiss  to  apprize  the  reade  r  of 
the  general  character  f»f  the  body  that  passed  this  resolu¬ 
tion.  It  is  not  })retcnded  tliat  those  pieces  de])rive  any  of 
the  “  name  and  character  of  Christians”  but  the  unbelievers 
in  future  misery ;  and  as  this  resolution  was  jiassed  namiw 
mnusli/^  it  appe.ars,  there  were  none  })resent  otily  of  this  des¬ 
cription.  'I'his  w  ill  account  for  the  jinauirnitp  of  the  resolution. 

l>ut  to  the  resolution  itself.  V\  liat  is  there  in  those  two 
pieces,  the  Appeal  and  Declaration,  which  manifests  a  dis- 
pt>sition  in  theii-  authors  to  deprive  tlie  unbelievers' in  future 
misery  of  the  name  and  character  of  Christian  ministers?  1 
j)resume,  that  they  must  allude  to  the  Declaration  solely,  as 
It  cannot  be  pretended  that  there  is  any  thing  in  the  Appeal^ 
which  def)rives  them  of  the  name  and  character  of  Chris¬ 
tian  mini>ters.  V\  hat  is  theia^,  then,  in  the  Declaration 
To  tiiis  amount  ?  "J'hey'  pi’obably  refer  to  that  clause 
where  tin*  authors  of  th(‘  Declaration  say^,  that  the  sal¬ 
tation  of  a  soul  which  is  predictUed  on  its  own  native 
and  essentially  inimacnlalr  nature,  sets  aside  the  scheme  of 
salvation,  by  Christ;"''  and  to  that  where  they  s)ieak  of  the 
immoral  tendency  of  the  doctrine  of  immediate  universal 
salvation.  Now,  it  does  not  ap])ear  to  me.  that  these  clauses 
authorize  the  conclusion  which  the  Association  have  drawn. 
I  low  common  it  is  for  one  sectarian,  in  attacking  the  o})inions 
of  another,  to  single  out  some  particular  j)oint  of  his  creed, 
and  show,  by  way  of  inference,  that,  if  such  an  article  be 
admitted,  it  would  sulnert  the  Christian  scheme.  If  1  mis¬ 
take  not.  I  hav<‘  seen  instances  like  this  in  tiie  writings  of 
some  of  the  gentlemen  belonging  to  tiuit  Association,  when 
they  were  ex})osing  some  points  in  the  Calvinistic  t)r  Ar- 
minian  creed.  And  did  they  meart  to  be  understood  of  de- 
»yit»g  the  name  and  character  of  Christians  to  those  denouai- 
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nalions?  1  think  1  am  not  mistaken  hen  1  sn^’,  also,  that  I 
Iirivo  seen  expressions  in  their  writings.  shc\\  ini;  the  immoral 
t<‘ndency  of  e(Tiain  doctrines  held  by  those  denominations, 
((jually  as  severe  as  those  used  in  the  Dec  laration.  And 
are  we  to  understand,  that  they  mean  to  deny  those  denomi- 
lions  the  namr  and  character  of  chri.*tiatts  ?  'I’liey  frecjuently 
(••all  them  Christian  /ot/A ?•(•?(,  express  a  willingness  to  exchange 
devotional  services,  and  often  invite  them  to  Christian  com- 
nmnion.  C’an  they  mean,  the  j-efore,  by  thus  exjx^sing  some 
p(*irjts  in  their  creed,  and  speaking  of  it!»  immoral  tendency, 
to  deprive  them  of  the  name  and  character  oi  Christians  ?  I 
j)resnrnc  that  no  gentleman  in  the  As>ociation  at  Stalford, 
would  be  willing  to  admit  this  conclusion.  Why.  then,  have 
they  fa>U  ned  it  on  tlie  authors  of  the  Declaration  ? 

]\.r  my  own  part,  I  have  ahva3’s  conceived  a  ver>'  es'^cit* 
tial  (lifierenee  between  one  ehri>tian's  saving  of  anoihc:r,  ht 
tiolds  some  points  which  arc  subversive  of  the  Christian 
scheme,  and  whit  h  are  immoral  in  their  tendenev,  and  sav- 
ing,  he  is  not  a  christiaru  and  an  iwnwrul  character*  If  those 
gentleman  of  the  Stafford  Association  will  not  admit  this 
distinction,  it  might  be  well  for  them  to  correct  sonte  expres¬ 
sions  in  their  writings  and  })reaching,  as  well  as  in  their 
Usual  practice.  lAery  iierson  who  belit  ves  that  ‘‘ .lesus  is 
the  (dirist,*’  i.  e.  the  I\jessiah  ;  or,  in  other  words,  Ik  IIcvcs 
in  the  di\ine  mi'^sion  of  .)e>us  C-hrist,  is  a  Christian;  am!, 
although  he  may  hold  some  oiiier  points,  winch  I  may  con- 
j-ider  totally  inconsistent  with  the  chri>lian  doetrife  ;  still,  if 
he  admit  this  great  article,  and  his  moral  practice  do  not 
contradict  it,  1  am  bound  to  acknowledge  him  as  a  Christian, 
All  liberal  chri>tians  will  certainly  acknowledge  thi.>  to  be  a 
jtist  standard  of  Christian  faith  and  communion.  Now,  it 
does  not  apj^ear  to  me  that  the  authors  of  the  Declaration 
have  in  the  least  infringe<J  upon  ihi^  ground;  and  I  think  it 
would  be  diiricult  f(ir  any  one  of  the  gentleman  composing 
the  Stalford  Association,  to  make  it  appear  th.at  they  have. 
'J'liev  have  said,  to  Ijc  sure,  that  they  conceive  a  salvation 
of  the  soul  which  arises  from  its  own  e-»seniial  nature,  is  not 
the  elfect  of  Chrisfs  mediation,  and  al^o,  that  the  doc  trine 
of  immediate  universal  salvation  tends  to  immoral  conse- 
(jiiences  ;  but  this  is  not  saying,  that  those  w  ho  hold  these 
}^oints,  are  not  Christians^  uia\  are  immoral  chararters.  In  my 
conception,  there  is  a  wide  diiferenre  in  the  two  cases;  and 
such  a  (litference  as,  I  doubt  not,  most,  if  not  all  the  gentle¬ 
men  of  that  Association,  would  be  willing  to  admit  in  other 
>imilar  cases.  1  believe  myself,  that  there  are  some  points 
in  the  Calvinistic  u*ced,yvhich.  of  proper  tonse^iuence,  sc' 
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aside  the  Christian  scheme,  and  arc  of  immoral  tendency ; 
l>ut,  in  saying  this,  I  would  never  he  understood  to  deprive 
the  professors  of  that  general  creed  of  the  name  and  charactf  r 
of  i'hrlstians,  'I'hey  Ix  lieve,  in  Consent  with  me,  in  the 
divine  mission  of  Jesus  Christ,  in  the  necessity  of  moral  vir¬ 
tue  for  salvation,  and  profess  to  draw  all  their  doctrines 
Iroia  the  same  divine  standard  that  I  do;  and,  as  to  j>iety, 
many  of  them  are  eminent  examples.  Shall  1  then,  deny 
tliem  the  futmc  and  character  of  Christians  ?  (lod  forbid  ! 
And  I  have  such  an  opinion  of  the  liberal  views  entertained 
b}'  the  gentlemen  composing  the  Statlord  Association,  I  sin¬ 
cerely  believe  that  they  would  agree  with  me  in  (his  state¬ 
ment.  Ilow  then  will  they  justify  the  ground  of  their  reso¬ 
lution  ?  I  think  it  is  obvious,  sir,  that  they  have  assumed 
untenable  ground,  and  one  which  cannot  easily  be  recon¬ 
ciled  with  their  own  general  practice. 

I  have  before  told  you,  Mr.  Kditor.  that  it  was  not  my 
bu>  Iness  to  a})provc  or  disapprove  of  those  two  pieces,  (the 
Appeal  and  Declaration.)  but  simply  to  ofl'er  my  ideas  upon 
the  proceedings  of  the  Association.  As  to  the  prudence  or 
expediency  ol’  their  being  published,  it  is  ])cst  known  to  the 
authors  of  them.  Ihit  their  undoubted  right  to  pu]>lish  them, 
I  think,  cannot  be  disj)uteil.  I  conceive,  that  yi  u  have  no 
article  in  your  smial  compact,  which  restraiiis  a  person  bc- 
lofiging  to  (he  Convention,  fioin  publishing  anj*^  tenet  of  his 
religious  faith.,  or  of  speaking  against  another’s.  I  have 
ollcn  seen  tliis  right  asserted  and  exercised  by  Ihiiversalists, 
rs|H  ciall3'  in  the  (Boston)  “  Universalist  Magazine.*"  I  take 
it  as  granted,  therefore,  that  the  authors  of  the  Declaration 
have  not  violated  any  rule  of  decorum  in  this  respect.  It 
remain-',  tlierefore.  an  incxpliciible  m3’stery  to  me,  on  what 
ground  the  Stall’ord  Association  can  vindicate  the  propriety 
of  llirir  procet  dings.  'I'hey  have  represented  the  authors 
of  tile  Aj)peal  and  Declaration,  as  seeking  discord,  and  as 
hostile  to  the  ‘‘good  feelings  and  harmony  which  ever  ought 
lo  cxi't  among  brethren  engaged  in  one  common  cause  ;*’ 
but  what  construction  is  to  be  }>ut  upon  their  proceedings,  in 
judging  and  condemning  the  conduct  of  their  absent  breth¬ 
ren,  without  their  having  an  opportunity  of  making  a  defence, 
and  upon  ground  wdiich  is  inconsiNtent  with  their  own  general 
practice,  is  left  for  the  candid  to  judge. 

Still  hoping  that  a  final  adjustment  of  all  these  dilTicullics 
Biuy  yet  be  cilccted,  so  tliat  union,  harmony',  and  love  mav'' 
dwell  in  all  our  churches,  and  that  these  remarks,  not  dic¬ 
tated  1)3'  a  party  spirit,  ma3'  subserve  this  end,  I  subscribe 
myself.  A  Tkilnu  to  Justice. 
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'numghts  on  Uoinans  viii, 

So  clear  and  evident  has  the  idea  of  divine  prescience 
appeared  to  most  nu  n,  who  have  ever  ihoui^ht  attentively 
tjpon  the  subject,  that  very  few  who  have  claimed  to  l>e 
( liri>tians  have  urulcrtakcn  to  dt*ny  it.  It  is  sometimes  >aid, 
that  it  nni.^l  be  diliieult  to  discourse  of  the  attributes  and  ex- 
<  rci.ses  of  a  being  of  whom  v\e  know  s*)  little  as  we  do  ot 
(iod.  "I’liis  is  true  with  some  (jualilication.  Jiut  it  may  be 
said  in  r<*ply,  that  it  i?>  e(jually,  if  not  more  diliieult,  to  ilis- 
coui’M*  or  reason  concerning  i)eify  at  all,  if  we  do  not 
involve  the  ideas  advanced  in  the  text.  Ilesides,  in  many 
cases,  when  there  apjiears  a  reluctance  to  admit  the  lore- 
knowledge  of  (iod,  as  connected  with  prtulestination,  it  arises 
from  an  apprelu  nsion  of  the  conscMjuence.'s  which  arc  sup¬ 
posed  to  result  from  the  admission  ol  these  doctrines,  or 
from  the  use  that  has  been  made  of  tlu  in.  One  per>on  lias 
Icariit,  that  the  notion  of  reprobation  is  necessarily  connected 
with  predestination.  This  notion  is  gloomy  am!  repubive; 
it  shocks  his  best  feelings,  and  opposes  his  \icws  of  the 
mor;  .lju>  tice  of  (iod.  Such  a  person  may  (  onsltier  it  safer 
to  deny  ihc  doctrines  in  (jueslion.  than  to  admit  the  in  with 
such  frightful  appmulages.  Another  is  apprc'honsive  tliat 
the  admission  of  these  doctrines  will  overturn  the  tlieory  of 
free-will  ;  and  perhaps  conduct  to  the;  conclusion,  that  all 
men  will  fmally  attain  immortal  felicity,  "J*o  tivoid  such 
consecjuences,  it  is  someiimc‘s  thought  best,  at  h  ast,  to  say 
but  litth;  about  these  doctrines,  further  than  to  acknowledge, 
that  they  are  extremely  diiricult  to  un<Ier>land. 

'I’hc  text  referred  to,  at  the  head  of  this  artu.le,  presents 
foreknowledge  ami  predi'stinaf ion  in  conm  xion  ;  whom  he 
<lid  foreknow,  he  also  did  pre<lestinate.'’  'i'he  acts  of  J)ei;y 
are  not  unrelated  acts.  One  has  relation  to  another.  'I\> 
the  eye  of  reason,  it  a|)})ears  diliieult,  if  not  impos>il)I<*,  to 
separate  j)rescience  from  foreordinaliou.  We  must  “  reason 
from  wliat  we  know.*-  d’o  speak  of  fon*ki»owing  that  whicti 
is  uncertain,  is  to  speak  loosely -and  w  ithout  conveying  just 
ideas.  Knowledge,  of  every  kind,  involves  the  ielea  of  cer¬ 
tainty.  Coiilingeiieies,  or  things  that  may,  or  may  not  fiap- 
ftcn,  can  never  be  objects  of  foresight  or  foreknow h‘dge. 
We  may  apply  these  remarks  to  the  case  in  hand.  If  Deity 
had  not  prcilestinated  us  to  be  conformed  to  tlu^  image  of 
liis  Son.'- wc  cannot  conceive  of  his  foreknowledge  of  this 
conlormify.  'J'herc  is  another  event  mentioned  in  the  sc  rip- 
fures,  w  hich  w  ill  serve  to  illutUate  this  idea  ;  we  here  refer 
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to  tlic  sufTcrings  and  death  of  the  Messiah,  wliich  were  foje- 
told  hy  the  ancient  |>ro})het.s.  Christ  is  said  to  have  been 
delivered  by  the  determinate  counsel  and  Ibreknowledge 
of  Ciod.”  A  “  determinate  counsel*’  is  the  same  as  predesti¬ 
nation  ;  it  signifies  a  fixed,  unalterable  purpose.  The  event 
was  j)redestinatcd  ;  ‘‘it  was  necessary  that  Chiist  should 
suri’er.*’  We  do  not  wish  to  make  too  much  of  a  verbal 
arrangement,  or  literal  order;  but  in  the  text  just  quoted, 
the  determinate  counsel  ”  is  mentioned  first;  it  precedes 
the  ‘‘  foreknowledge.”  In  reference  to  the  acts  of  our  own 
minds,  this  order  is  necessary.  How  docs  the  artist  fore¬ 
know,  that  the  machine  which  he  is  constructing,  will  have 
certain  movements,  and  answer  a  certain  particular  end  ? 
Ih!cause,  he  has  so  determined,  and  conseiiuently,  dii  ecls  his 
skill,  and  exercises  his  art  to  meet  that  determination.  If  it 
should  be  said,  that  no  one  act  of  the  divine  mind  can  be 
previous  to  another,  in  point  of  time,  we  may  reply,  that  the 
acts  to  which  the  text  i*cfer,  arc  closely  connected ;  they 
hold  such  a  relation,  that  one  supposes  the  other  ;  and  this 
fiwt  alone  is  sufiicit'iit  for  our  present  purpose,  in  the  discus¬ 
sion  of  this  subject. 

The  consideration  of  the  sul  jeet  of  the  preceding  remarks, 
will  be  resumed  in  a  subsequent  number  of  this  work. 


IIEAVKN. 

There  is  a  land  of  calm  dtli;;hl, 

,  'I'o  sorrowinej  mortals  »iveii ; 

There  niptnrous  scenes  enchant  tlio  sig^ht. 

And  all  to  s(K>the  their  souls  unite  ; 

.  ■  Sweet  is  their  rest — In  Heaven. 

There  {'lory. beams  on  all  the  plains. 

And  joy  for  hope  is  given  ; 

There  music  swells  in  sweetest  strain®, 

And  spoth  ss  beauty  ever  reigns. 

And  all  is  love — in  Heaven. 

There  cloudless  skies  are  ever  bright ; 

Thence  gloomy  scenes  are  driven  ; 

I'here  suns  dispt  use  unsullied  light, 

And  planets  beaming  on  thy  sight, 

Illume  the  fields — of  Heaven. 

There  is  a  great  and  glorious  prize. 

For  those  with  sin  wWve  striven  ; 

’Tis  bright  as  star  of  evening  skies, 

And  far  above  it  glittering,  lies, 

A  golden  crown — in  Heaven. 
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